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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment filed on 05/21/2007. 

2. Claims 3, 14 and 25 have been canceled. 

3. Claims 1, 4, 12, 15, 23 and 26 have been amended. 

4. The objection to the specification is withdrawn in view of the Applicant's 
amendment. 

5. The objection to the drawing is withdrawn in view of the replacement see of Fig. 3 

6. The 35 U.S.C. 112 second paragraph rejections of claims 3, 4, 14, 15, 25 and 26 
are withdrawn in view of the Applicant's amendment and cancellation of claims 3, 
4 and 25. 

7. Claims 1, 2, 4-13, 15-24, 26-33 remain pending and have been examined. 



Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's amendment filed on 05/21/2007, in particular on page 15, has been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. For example: 
■ At page 1 5, paragraph 4, the Applicant submits that the amended claims 
distinguish over Zimniewicz because Zimniewicz does not disclose the 
limitation of claim 3. However, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. As to 
previous Office action, page number 9, the claim 3 rejection was made based 
on Zimniewwicz's disclosure in view of Bourke-Dunphy as the Examiner cited 
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thereon. The Applicant only incorporated the limitations of claim 3 into claim 1 
which are previous rejected by Zimniewicz. Therefore the reference, 
Zimniewiez and Bourke-Dunphy together, is indeed teaching the amended 
claimed limitation, and thus a new ground of rejection is applied over 
Zimniewiez in view of Bourke-Dunphy. 
■ At page 1 5, paragraph 5, the Applicant submits that the amended claims 
distinguish over Zimniewicz in view of Bourke-Dunphy because neither 
reference discloses a user preference log. However, the Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Zimniewicz, at col.6, lines 34-49, discloses a "setup 
database file(setup.sdb)" which can be used to save configuration 
information; also see col.7, lines 27-29, "The Ul Manager 91 may also display 
any customized pages identified in the setup.sdb file during the installation 
and setup of the suite". Thus, it is clear that the customized page(user's 
selected preference) can be logged (setup.sdb) and used during installation. 
Therefore, the Examiner asserts that Zimniewicz, does disclose the feature 
"user preference log" in amended claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1-2, 4-13, 15-24 and 26-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Zimniewicz (Zimniewicz et al., US 6,744,450 B1) in view of 

Bourke-Dunphv (Bourke-Dunphy et al., US 6,918,1 12 B2). 

Claim 1: 

Zimniewicz discloses a method, system (see for example, Fig.1 and related text) 
and computer program product (see for example, col.5, lines 28-36) for installing 
software components, comprising: 

• Initiating installation of components (see for example, Fig.3, steps 86, 88, 
"Load Setup.sdb", "Call Ul Manager to Display Startup Screens" and related 
text); 

• selecting a level of detail to be reported regarding the status of components 
being installed (see for example, Fig.4b, steps 140-142, "Display Scenario 
Selection Screen", "Receive User Scenario Selection" and related text); 

• generating a report regarding status installation progress of the components 
being installed (see for example, Fig.4c, step 170, "Display Programs Screen" 
and related text, also see col.11, lines 42-43, "During this process, an 
installation-progress page is provided 170."); 

• displaying that portion of the report identifying the components at the selected 
level of detail and their corresponding installation progress status (see for 
example, Fig.4c, step 170, "Display Programs Screen" and related text, also 
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see col.11, lines 42-43, "During this process, an installation-progress page is 
provided 170."); and 
• recording a user's selected preference for a level of granularity in a log 

(setup.sdb) and when the user participates in a subsequent installation, using 
the level in the log as default level (see for example, col.6, lines 34-49, "setup 
database file (setup.sdb)" and related text; also see Fig.4a-4Bsteps 138, 140, 
144 and related text), 
but does not explicitly disclose the method comprising grouping each component 
with other components having plurality numbers of dependent components, 
those components having more dependencies being in a higher group and those 
components having fewer dependencies being in a lower group. However, 
Bourke-Dunphv in the same analogous art of system and method to facilitate 
installation of components discloses grouping dependent components (see for 
example, col.3, lines 38-40, "defines the interdependencies for the set of 
components associated with the given installation", also see col.3, lines 42-44, 
"each component requires concurrent installation of all higher-level components 
that connect that component to the base level of the tree"). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to group the interdependent components together for installation. One 
would have been motivated to do so to ensure proper component dependency as 
suggested by Bourke-Dunphv (see for example, col.3, lines 48-49, "to ensure 
proper component dependency") 
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Claim 2: 

Zimniewicz and Bourke-Dunphv disclose the method of claim 1 , Zimniewicz 
further discloses the method comprising accessing a semantic model, the 
semantic model comprising an indication of a dependency of a component to be 
installed upon any other component (see for example, Fig.2, element 85, 
"Dependency Manager" and related text). 

Claim 4: 

Zimniewicz and Bourke-Dunphv disclose the method of claim 1 , Bourke-Dunphv 
further discloses wherein: 

• each grouping corresponds to a selectable level of detail (see for example, 
Fig.2, elements 54, 56, 58 "components A, B, C" and element 60 "Group 1"; 
and related text); 

• displaying the portion of the report comprises displaying the components in 
the group corresponding to the selected level of detail and the components in 
groups higher than the group corresponding to the selected level of detail 
(see for example, Fig.4, column 204 "Application Package" and related text). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to further combine Bourke-Dunphv 's teachings 
in Zimniewicz 's method of report/display installation information. One would have 
been motivated to do so to display all of the option and information the user has 
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selected for final approval as suggested by Zimniewicz (see for example, col.1 1 , 
lines 23-25") 

Claim 5: 

Zimniewicz and Bourke-Dunphv disclose the method of claim 1 , Zimniewicz 
further discloses, wherein generating the report comprises generating a tree-like 
structure having at a highest level branch those components to be installed with 
the greatest number of dependent components and having at a lowest level 
branch those components to be installed with the fewest number of dependent 
components (see for example, Fig.6, element 234 and related text, also see 
col.1 3, lines 19-40 about tree structure of parent and child components). 

Claim 6: 

Zimniewicz and Bourke-Dunphv disclose the method of claim 1 , Zimniewicz 
further discloses the method of claim 5, wherein displaying the portion of the 
report comprises displaying the branches of the tree-like structure corresponding 
to the selected level of detail and those branches having a higher level (see for 
example, col. 12, lines 54-57, "The Ul utilizes a directory tree structure to display 
components and their sub-components."). 



Claim 7: 
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Zimniewicz and Bourke-Dunphv disclose the method of claim 1 , Zimniewicz 
further discloses, wherein selecting a level of detail comprises accessing a log 
file (setup database file) for a user, the log file including a user-selected detail 
level preference (see for example, col.6, lines 42-43, "setup database file 
(setup.sdb)"). 

Claim 8: 

Zimniewicz and Bourke-Dunphv disclose the method of claim 1 , Zimniewicz 
further discloses, wherein selecting a level of detail comprises accessing a log 
file for a user (see for example, col.6, lines 42-43, "setup database file 
(setup.sdb)"), the log file including a detail level generated form past selections 
by the user (see for example, col.1 1 , lines 24-26, "All of the options and 
information the user has selected is displayed for final approval 162", also see 
Fig.5-Fig.9 and related text. Thus, the user can navigate back to modify any of 
his or her selection from these screens). 

Claim 9: 

Zimniewicz and Bourke-Dunphv disclose the method of claim 1 , Zimniewicz 
further discloses, wherein displaying the status of installation progress comprises 
displaying each of a plurality of status characteristics with a different visual 
indicator (see for example, Fig.4a, step 130, "Display Welcome Screens", Fig,4b, 



Application/Control Number: 10/705,555 
Art Unit: 2192 



Page 9 



step 140, "Display Scenario Selection Screen", Fig. 4c, step 176, "Display Finish 
Page" and related text). 

Claim 10: 

> 

Zimniewicz further discloses the method of claim 9, wherein the different visual 
indicators comprise different colors (see for example, col. 3, lines 45-49, "Such as 
check marks, color differences, highlight, etc") 

Claim 11: 

Zimniewicz further discloses the method of claim 9, wherein the status 
characteristics are selected from the group comprising pending, in progress, 
successfully completed and error (see for example, col.1 1 , lines 46-50, "the 
description text in the header of the progress screen update with the each 
change in install stage"). 

Claims 12,13 and 15-22: 

Claims 12, 13 and 16-22 are system version (see for example of Zimniewicz . 
Fig.1 and related text) for performing the claimed method as in claims 1, 2 and 4- 
1 1 addressed above, wherein all claimed limitation functions have been 
addressed and/or set forth above and certainly a computer system would need to 
run and/or practice such function steps disclosed by Zimniewicz and Bourke- 
Dunphv . Thus, they also would have been obvious. 
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Claims 23, 24, 26-33: 

Claims 23, 24 and 26-33 are computer program products version of the claimed 
method, wherein all claimed limitation functions have been addressed in claims 
1, 2 and 4-11 above respectively, wherein the method steps can be implemented 
as computer program and can be practiced and /or stored on a computer 
operable media (see for example of Zimniewicz . col. 5, lines 28-36). Thus, they 
also would have been obvious by the teachings of Zimniewicz and Bourke- 
Dunphv .. 



Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office Action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed 
within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
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action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Zheng Wei whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1059 and Fax number is (571) 270-02059. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday-Thursday 8:00-15:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist whose 
telephone number is 571- 272-1000. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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